of plural forms of State are justified. Wherever it is felt that a
strong State is needed, in order to find a way out of the conflicts of
interests and the difficulties of crisis and latent mass-revolution, the
one means of regeneration of public life is seen in the removal of
indirect powers. We ourselves have clung to this error. We
imagined that there was no harm in the inconsistency of advocat-
ing on the one hand a strong monistic State and on the other a
great free commonwealth, consisting of autonomous member
communities, a new "Holy Empire".
The tendency to the new absolutism shows itself just as much in
the work connected with the setting up of a social State as in the
well-considered efforts to take politics and government out of the
arena of clashing private interests and to place them under
disinterested control.
This line of thought, too, brings us back to the seventeenth
century. As that century tried to escape from theological dis-
putations into a field in which the impartial settlement of practical
issues could be found, so we are trying to emerge from the jungle of
political fictions into a policy of practical work, which may be
carried on apart from all doctrines and with a measure of tolerance
for all sorts of solutions.
The parties as indirect powers not only complicated the process
of administration and disturbed the working of its perfected
mechanism; this pluralism of parties, together with the social and
economic pluralisms, was interleaved with an antiquated
territorial pluralism. How in such circumstances could a State
continue to exist and an impartial solution of public issues be
guaranteed? The parties and the other-indirect powers were
hindrances to the perfection of the mechanism of administration.
They were the sources of danger in the effort to accomplish urgent
work, and thus contributed to the worsening of the crisis.
Halevy relates, in UEre des Tyrannies, how Mr. and Mrs. Sidney
Webb told him that the future of the great nations would be in the
hands of their administrations, with government by civil servants
and order maintained by the police. In face of the increasingly
technical character of politics and administration, with the
"machine" ruling, the work of parties was nothing but a useless
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